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INTRODUCTION

PURPOSE.

The purpose of this test and evaluation (T&E) activity was to ascertain the

accuracy with which the Mode S (formerly the Discrete Address Beacon System (DABS))

reports the spatial position of Mode S and Air Traffic Control Radar Beacon System

(ATCRBS) transponder equipped aircraft.

BACKGROUND.

The requirement for the development of Mode S was identified in the 1969 Department

of Transportation Air Traffic Control Advisory Committee (ATCAC) Study. A

feasibility study and validation of the Mode S concept was conducted by the

Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) Lincoln Laboratory. After successfully

demonstrating the feasibility of the Mode S concept, an engineering requirement,

FAA-ER-240-26 (reference 1), was prepared by Lincoln Laboratory for the development

of three single channel Mode S sensors which could operate as a network and inter-

face with terminal air traffic control (ATC) facilities.

A procurement contract was awarded to Texas Instruments, (TI) Incorporated, to

provide three Mode S sensors for T&E at the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
Technical Center. The three sensors were installed at the following locations:

1. Terminal sensor at the FAA Technical Center Airport Surveillance Radar (ASR-7)
facility.

2. Terminal sensor at Clementon, New Jersey (N.J.), Airport Surveillance Radar

(ASR-8) facility.

3. En route sensor at Elwood, N.J., Air Route Surveillance Radar (ARSR-2)

facility.

In June 1979 the MITRE Corporation conducted tests to determine the range and
azimuth accuracy of the Technical Center Mode S terminal sensor. The results

of these tests are docu.. ented in MITRE Report No. MTR-80N00002, "Surveillance
Positioning Accuracy of the Discrete Address Beacon System" (reference 2).

This report expands the scope of the effort performed by MITRE in three areas:

I. All three Mode S sensors were subjected to accuracy testing.

2. Radial and orbital flight tests were selected to further optimize the accuracy
of the spatial reference tracking radar data after geometric conversion to the site

of each Mode S sensor.

3. An increased number of data samples were processed to reduce statistical errors

associated with small sample size tests.

___________________J]
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DISCUSSION

SYSTEM DESCRIPTION.

The Mode S is a secondary radar system with both surveillance and communication
capabilities. It is designed as an evolutionary improvement over the existing

ATCRBS within the ATC environment. FAA reports FAA-RD-74-189 and FAA-RD-80-41

(references 3 and 4) contain a complete functional description of Mode S, and also
define several of the design improvements. One of these design improvements is the

enhanced aircraft-position determination that results from the use of a monopulse

antenna design and associated receiver/processing aspects of the Mode S

surveillance capability.

Monopulse azimuth accuracy is verified through the incorporation of a special

test transponder at each sensor. This transponder, referred to as calibration

performance monitoring equipment (CPME), is permanently installed at a surveyed

location within the coverage area of its associated sensor.

The aircraft position data, expressed in slant range and azimuth, become part of a

target report that is compiled during each antenna scan and then remoted to ATC

facilities. Complete details of the message formats for each target report are
shown in report FAA-RD-74-63A (reference 5). The following descriptions are
limited to the Mode S technique of determining the slant range and true azimuth of
the aircraft relative to the sensor location.

RANGE ESTIMATION. As with conventional ATC radar systems, the measurement of
elapsed time between reference interrogation pulses and transponder replies

permits a determination of the slant range of a target. The Mode S design provides

for range unit increments of 0.0625 microseconds. With this capability, the time
of transmission for each ATCRBS and Mode S interrogation is recorded for later
comparison with the time-of-arrival of a specific reply pulse to obtain an estimate

of the two-way range delay, expressed in range units. This two-way range delay,
which includes aircraft antenna cable and transponder reply delays, is then

converted to a slant range value prior to insertion within the target report.
Range units for the two-way target reports are converted to one-way range units by

dividing by two and truncating any remainder since fixed point arithmetic is used

for computations. This increases the one-way quantization for slant range measure-

ments from approximately 30 to 60 feet.

The recorded time reference is the leading edge of the transmitted pulse for

ATCRBS targets. Comparison of this time reference to the real-time clock at
receipt of the leading edge of the FI pulse of the ATCRBS reply train provides
the total two-way range delay. For Mode S roll-call interrogations, the trans-

mission time reference point is the first sync phase reversal of the P6 pulse,
which is then compared to the time-of-arrival of the first preamble pulse from the

transponder reply.

AZIMUTH ESTIMATION. The initial acquisition of a Mode S-equipped aircraft is

accomplished during the same period as an ATCRBS/Mode S all-call interrogation; but

once the Mode S target is acquired and placed in a roll-call file, the Mode S
interrogation/reply sequence is accomplished by the use of the transponder assigned

discrete code during a time frame that is separate from the ATCRBS interrogation
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period. Interrogation transmission and reply reception for both Mode S and ATCRBS
targets are accomplished using a common 5-foot ATCRBS antenna configured to produce
"sum" and "difference" patterns required by the monopulse design. This design
utilizes the ratio of the signal amplitudes (difference/sum) to determine the
off-boresight alignment value. This alignment value, in conjunction with the
antenna boresight azimuth value from the azimuth pulse generator, provides an
angular measurement of target position that is related to true north. The azimuth
calibration bias adjustment is accomplished by reference to the surveyed azimuth
value for the CPME location. This adjustment occurs in increments of 0.022 ° since
the azimuth pulse generator provides 16,384 pulses, or 14 bits, for each antenna
revolution.

OBJECTIVE.

The overall test objective was to determine the capability of the Mode S sensor to
report the position of an aircraft target relative to the location of the sensor.
Specific objectives were to compare the sensor target reports to the coordinate
converted positional data concurrently obtained from the Nike/Hercules (hereafter
referred to as Nike) radar tracking syste ..' The slant range reported from the Mode
S sensor, minus the coordinate converted range from the tracker, is defined as
the range residual. Likewise, the azimuth angle reported by Mode S, minus the
converted tracker azimuth angle, is defined as the azimuth residual. These
objectives and definitions apply to both the Mode S and ATCRBS mode of operation.

METHODOLOGY.

Installation of the three Mode S sensors within the test environment of the FAA
Technical Center was accomplished to satisfy the terminal and en route operation
requirements of the overall test and evaluation effort. However, the relationship
of each sensor to the location of the reference Nike aircraft-tracking system is
critical in ensuring the optimum performance of the reference tracker. To this
end, specific flight patterns were designed for each individual sensor. Each
sensor operated in a single-site test configuration to preclude any data interrup-
tions due to acquisition of the target by an adjacent sensor (Mode S network
management function). Therefore, throughout the remainder of this report data
collection and reduction are in reference to the single-site test configuration.

SINGLE-SITE TEST CONFIGURATION. Figure 1 depicts the functional relationship
between the sensor and the Nike tracking system. Data recording at the Mode S
sensor (data extraction subsystem) and the Nike tracking system were time-
correlated by requiring time-synchronization with a common source, such as the
National Bureau of Standards (NBS) transmission from station WWVB at Boulder,
Colorado. Within the test aircraft were three transponders: a Mode S transponder,
an ATCRBS transponder capable of responding to Mode S interrogations, and an X-band
transponder designed solely for use with the Nike tracking system. Thus, aircraft
positional data were collected by the sensor in the Mode S and ATCRBS mode of
operation for comparison with orecise aircraft-positional data obtained
concurrently by the Nike tracking svstem.

NIKE/HERCULES TRACKIN4. .. TEl Precision tracking of the test aircraft was
accomplished using a mod.,-.Ttmilitary instrumentation radar, referred to as the

Nike tracking system. This Nike tracking system is capable of tracking two targets
simultaneously using a target tracking radar (TTR), and a missile tracking $

3
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radar (MTR). Although an X-band transponder common to both tracking radars was
installed in the test aircraft to provide for maximum utilization of the dual-

target tracking function, all data in this report were obtained with the TTR.

All positional data, recorded at the Nike tracking system, include a time-of-day

entry that is synchronized with the transmission from the NBS station WWVB at

Boulder. Positional information from this tracking system is provided to the

Mode S data reduction program (see figure 1) in a latitudinal and longitudinal

format, which is then coordinate converted to the precise location of each sensor

site in a form compatible with the output data from the Mode S sensor.

The Nike tracking system provides aircraft positional data at a rate of 10 reports

each second. These data are subsequently time-correlated with the Mode S and

ATCRBS reports which occur once per antenna revolution. The theoretical error

budget for the Nike tracking system is shown in table 1. However, for the purpose

of this report, the Nike tracking system is assumed to be an absolute reference.

TABLE 1. THEORETICAL ERROR BUDGET FOR THE NIKE/HERCULES TRACKING SYSTEM

Theoretical Bias Error Theoretical Random Error

Azimuth 0.25 Milliradians (0.014° ) 0.15 milliradians (0.008*)

Elevation 0.25 Milliradians (0.0140) 0.15 Milliradians (0.008*)

Range 3 Meters 6 Meters

Complete details in reference to the capabilities of the Nike tracking system

are listed in report No. FAA-NA-79-32 (reference 6).

CALIBRATION/ALIGNMENT.

Calibration of the range and azimuth functions within each sensor requires special

procedures, as outlined in the FAA engineering requirement (ER) FAA-ER-240-26,

to assure precise reporting of the true position of the aircraft. This is

accomplished by using the CPME surveyed location and its inherent delay charac-

teristics for initial-sensor calibration. Alignment of the sensor antenna bore-
sight is performed by adiustment of tile azimuth pulse generator to reflect the CPME

sensor-surveyed azimuth value. The range calibration requires consideration of

both the surveyed range value, the CPME cable length, and transponder reply delays.

This range calibration has to be accomplished in the three modes of operation:

ATCRBS replies to ATCRBS/Mode S all-call interrogations, Mode S all-call replies,

and Mode S roll-call replies.

SITE SURVEYS. The positional coordinates for each of the Mode S sensors and their

respective CPME were obtained under a Second Order, Class II Survey, as defined

by the Federal Geodetic Control Committee. The survey reference point for each

terminal radar sensor was the center line of its radar antenna, whereas, the lower

radar beacon antenna (front antenna) was the reference point for the en route

facility. For each CPME, the survey reference point was the center line of its
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feedhorn. The survey values for each sensor and CPME met the requirements of
+0.0028° for azimuth, ±5-foot for position, and +1-foot for elevation. These

values were subsequently verified using a satellite surveying system, the Navy
Navigation Satellite System (NNSS).

CPME PROCESSING DELAYS. Range calibration of each sensor against its respective
CPME required the inclusion of those CPME delays that are additional to the actual

survey range of each CPME in order to obtain a range delay value that represents
total delay between the sensor and CPME. These additional values are the result of
the CPME antenna cable propogation delay and any uncompensated CPME reply delay.

Therefore, each CPME was subjected to special measurements to obtain the precise

time-delay values that have to be considered in the determination of the total

range delay.

TIME-OF-DAY SYNCHRONIZATION. Mode S target reports were available on a scan-by-
scan basis and time-tagged for later comparison with Nike tracking data that were

available every 0.1 second. To obtain maximum correlation for each comparison, it
was necessary to have a common source for synchronization of the time-of-day
reference at each facility. At the sensor, this was accomplished at the Mode
S central clock subsystem, which was in continuous sync with the NBS coordinated
universal time transmissions from Boulder (WWVB). Each Mode S sensor clock

had the capability of maintaining a phase lock with the WWVB transmissions for a
specified accuracy of ±0.0005 second.

AIRCRAFT INSTRUMENTATION. The aircraft used for these tests was a Convair 880
(N-42) that was capable of performing the high altitude flights nicessary for
collecting optimum Nike tracking data. Onboard the test aircraft there was a Mode
S transponder (serial No. 203) capable of responding in the Mode S mode, and a
TRU-l ATCRBS transponder (serial No. 34) responding in the ATCRBS mode. This

enabled both Mode S and ATCRBS data to be collected simultaneously by the Mode S
sensor during each test flight. Aircraft cable and transponder delays were
physically and electrically measured at the Technical Center avionics laboratory
and subtracted from the range output data in order to determine the accuracy of

each sensor independent of aircraft instrumentation delays. The aircraft instru-

mentation delays used during these accuracy tests are shown in table 2.

TABLE 2. N-42 AIRCRAFT INSTRUMENTATION DELAYS

Transponder Delays Cable Delay Antenna Correction
(ps) (Ps) (Versus Nike Antenna)

Nominal* Actual Correction (One Way) (Feet)

ATCRBS 3.0 3.050 +0.050 +0.055 (27 ft) -4.4
(No. 34)

Mode S 128.000 128.230 +0.230 +0.134 (66 ft) -29.6
(No. 203)

*The transponder delay times specified in the Mode S and ATCRBS National Standards

are 128 ±0.25 us for Mode S roll-call and 3 ±0.5 us for ATCRBS.
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Also onboard the test aircraft was an X-band transponder that responded only to
interrogations from the Nike tracking system. Since the Mode S and ATCRBS trans-
ponder antennas were not colocated on the aircraft with the X-band transponder
antenna, it was also necessary to compensate for this geometric difference.
Table 2 also depicts the actual antenna correction values that were used during
this test.

DATA COLLECTION/REDUCTION.

For specific radial and orbital flights, the Mode S and ATCRBS target reports

formulated by the sensor for the test aircraft were recorded by the data extraction
subsystem located at each sensor. The actual time-of-day that the aircraft target
detect occurred was recorded to permit time correlation with aircraft positional
data obtained from the Nike tracking system. Comparing the sensor target reports
to the Nike tracking system reports resulted in a difference number (residual)
which was used to calculate sensor accuracy.

The nominal transponder delays, converted to slant range, represent the corrections
applied by the Mode S sensor for all ATCRBS and Mode S transponders regardless of
type. Since the Mode S data extraction tapes contain corrections for nominal
delays, the difference between the actual measured delay and the nominal delay is

adjusted in the data reduction software.

SENSOR DATA. Slant range and azimuth positional data for each target were con-
tained within a surveillance message that is transferred to the remote ATC
facilities, as described in report FAA-RD-74-63A (reference 6). The recordings of
these surveillance messages were accomplished at the data extracting subsystem with

each sensor operating in a single-site mode to minimize the probability of inter-
ference from an adjacent Mode S sensor. Thus, the recorded data represents optimum
sensor data exclusive of any delays and supporting data from adjacent sensors.

To minimize any error due to propagation limitations of the Nike tracking system,

the flight profiles were designed to assure adequate signal response and minimum
multipath reflection.

DATA REDUCTION PROCEDURES. Data reduction was performed using the general purpose

computer (Honeywell 66/60) located at the FAA Technical Center. Specific computer
programs were prepared to perform the following:

I. Data extraction tapes were filtered for those ATCRBS and Mode S beacon codes
related to each test flight. Surveillance data relative to these appropriate
beacon codes, as well as the CPME codes, were recorded onto a filter tape.

2. CPME target reports were compared to the effective range and azimuth references
based on the filter tape output. This comparison consisted of a 30-scan average
for both range and azimuth errors obtained at 30-minute intervals throughout the
test period. The CPME data represented the actual static data necessary for sensor
quality control analysis in support of data comparison.

3. Aircraft target reports recorded on the filter tape for each antenna scan
were compared to the Nike tracking system data recorded every 0.1 second using

time-of-day as a time-correlated function. The range instrumentation data were
already converted to the sensor coordinates prior to the comparison.

7
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4. Analysis programs were developed to permit categorizing the data according to
range, azimuth, and elevation angle. These programs provided statistics, histo-

grams, and special outputs for future processing.

FLIGHT TEST PROGRAM. The flight tests chosen were based on tracker accuracies
and aircraft position relative to the tracker and the Mode S sensor. All flights
were restricted to elevation angles between the aircraft and the tracker of greater

than 2.75* to eliminate reflection and interference. In addition, the heading of
each flight was selected to preclude any obstructions, such as an adjacent range
instrumentation building, from distorting the data. Six types of flights were

conducted in an attempt to gather enough statistical information to draw conclu-
sions about the parameters that might affect the accuracy results (e.g., elevation
angle, azimuth angle, slant range, time quantization, inbound versus outbound

flights, and CPME performance). Three of the six flights were radials in which
the aircraft maintained a constant azimuth angle, enabling slant range and eleva-
tion angle effects to be investigated. The other three flights consisted of

orbital arcs requiring a constant slant range so that effects of azimuth could be
analyzed. Back and forth passes were planned for each type of flight at several
altitudes to obtain elevation angle characteristics. All three sensors were

employed during the flight test program to determine the characteristics of each

sensor.

Figure 2 illustrates the approximate profile of the aircraft flights. The Techni-
cal Center Mode S sensor outbound radial flights commenced about 5 nautical miles
(nmi) west of the sensor and finished about 55 nmi west along a 269 ° azimuth. The
Elwood sensor outbound radials started 13.5 nmi southeast of the sensor and ended
about 31 nmi southeast along a 151" azimuth. Clementon outbound radials covered a
25-nmi distance from about 30 to 55 nmi southeast of the sensor on a 1340 azimuth.

All azimuth headings were measured against true north. All radial flightpaths were
flown at the azimuth angle that aligns the Nike tracker and the Mode S sensor with

the aircraft flying closer to the tracker than to the sensor.

The Technical Center sensor orbital flights maintained a constant 13-nmi slant
range around the Mode S sensor at an azimuth interval from 190" to 330*. This 140"
arc was selected to minimize the tracker induced error upon conversion of the

tracker data to the sensor's coordinate system. Seven altitudes were selected in
order to provide adequate data samples for elevation angles from approximately 3*

to 30*. The Elwood and Clementon sensor orbital arcs were flown perpendicular to a
line connecting the sensor with the tracker. Aircraft altitudes of 13,000 to

39,000 feet yielded elevation angle data from approximately 2* to 12" at the
Clementon sensor. The Elwood arcs were conducted at altitudes ranging from 3,500
to 35,000 feet, resultin~g in elevation angle data from about 2* to 20*.

QUALITY CONTROL. The flight planning and data collection techniques were selected
with the purpose of removing or reducing the identifiable slant range and azimuth
errors. The azimuth and range residuals, after accounting for all the known

errors, become the best estimate of the true error. A slant range correction was
performed for the Mode S and ATCRBS antenna locations in the N-42 Convair 880

aircraft, as related to the Nike TTR antenna position in N-42.

8
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DATA REDUCTION.

The initial phase of the data reduction process consisted of plotting the actual
aircraft flights and comparing them to the test flight plan. All data recorded
during aircraft turns were not processed. Any azimuth or slant range residual,
obtained by subtracting the Mode S reported position from the translated Nike
coordinate location, was considered an outlier if it exceeded six standard
deviations from mean. Only 3 ATCRBS reports from the nearly 6,000 collected were
considered outliers, 2 from the Technical Center sensor and 1 from Clementon.
No Mode S reports were rejected. Approximately 3,000 data reports for Mode S and
ATCRBS were recorded at the Technical Center sensor, and over 1,250 scans were

recorded at Clementon.

SAMPLING THEORY. Statistical sampling techniques were utilized to determine a
sample size requirement to ensure the credibility of the processed data residuals.
Each mean residual contains a standard error due to sampling which can be repre-
sented as a 95 percent confidence interval. This sampling error is based on the
number of samples, the statistical variance, and a selected confidence level. By
estimating the variance, a sample size is computed to achieve a tolerable sampling
error with 95 percent confidence using the formula:

S (1.96)2 X VarianceSampling Error SapeSz
Sample Size

The test plan was designed to generate a significant number of samples for each
elevation angle, azimuth angle, and slant range data group, thereby, reducing
the statistical error due to sampling. The sampling errors for the combined
azimuth residuals for elevation angles below 12.5 ° at the Technical Center and
Clementon sensors were approximately 0.0014* for Mode S and 0.0019 ° for ATCRBS,
based on more than 3,200 data samples. The sampling range errors for the same set
of data were 1.9 feet for Modes S and 2.1 feet for ATCRBS. The largest error for
any individual test flight was about 0.0042 ° for the azimuth residual sampling
error, and about 3.3 feet for the range residual sampling error based on a 95

percent confidence level.

RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

The results and analysis presented in this section pertain to the two terminal
sensors located at the Technical Center and Clementon. A software problem at the
Elwood en route sensor affected the back face of the front/back configuration and
caused inaccuracies in the azimuth residual data results. Limited results on the
Elwood en route sensor are presented in appendix A.

TECHNICAL CENTER SENSOR.

Accuracy test data were collected at the Technical Center sensor during three
flight tests. The first flight test consisted of five round-trip radial flights
being flown at an altitude of 19,000 feet. The second flight test consisted
of four round-trip radials at 39,000 feet. The third flight test consisted of

10



orbital arcs from 190" to 330* azimuth at a slant range of 13 nmi and seven
altitudes ranging from 4,000 to 39,000 feet, resulting in test data for elevation
angles from 3 to 30*. Table 3 summarizes the azimuth and slant range residuals
for Mode S and ATCRBS trans, 'iders on each of the three flight tests. For each
flight test date, the total number of samples, the mean residual, and standard
deviation were tabulated.

The Mode S and ATCRBS mean azimuth position relative to the tracker position was
within 0.06* for all three flight tests. The Mode S azimuth residual standard
deviations were approximately twice that for ATCRBS for elevation angles greater
than 20*. (This is shown in table 4.) The ATCRBS data showed only slight changes
based on elevation angle, while the Mode S results were strongly affected.

Figures 3, 4, and 5 contain Mode S and ATCRBS azimuth and slant range residual data
histograms for the three flight tests. Each histogram groups all the data samples
for a set of flights and provides the mean, standard deviation, the minimum/maximum
residual, and the total number of antenna scans or data samples. The histograms of
figures 3, 4, and 5 provide illustrations of the raw data distribution and the
extreme values. Most of the histograms tend to be bell-shaped, except for the
Mode S azimuth residual histograms. The Mode S azimuth residual histograms are
skewed to the left because of a reduction in accuracy at the higher elevation
angles due to the antenna beam pattern and the Mode S technique of requiring only a
single reply per scan. The ATCRBS azimuth residual histograms show only minor
skewness since it averages the two replies closest to the boresight, minimizing
high elevation angle effects.

Mode S and ATCRBS azimuth residuals were plotted as a function of elevation angle,
while slant range residuals were plotted against slant range for the constant
azimuth radial flights (figures 6 and 7). Both figures show the azimuth residual
decreasing as the elevation angle increases. This effect is much more pronounced
for Mode S than for ATCRBS data. The range plots show slight increases in range
residuals for both Mode S and ATCRBS as slant range increases. For the orbital
flight tests, azimuth residuals were plotted in figure 8 based on elevation angle
for the various altitudes tested. The Mode S and ATCRBS plots illustrate similar
characteristics to those of figures 6 and 7. For all orbital flights, the slant
range remained relatively constant, changing only slightly with each different
altitude. The azimuth residuals did not change appreciably as the azimuth angle
increased.

A comparison of azimuth residuals for outbound versus inbound flights showed no
major differences for radial flights. The mean azimuth residuals for both Mode S
and ATCRBS data are within one azimuth unit averaging only a 0.015" differential
between outbound and inbound flights. For range residuals, the difference between
Mode S and ATCRBS reports was approximately 150 feet with a 75-foot bias shift
among the three tests. The standard deviation results for lath Mode S and
ATCRBS were within the 50-foot jitter requirement specified in the engineering
requirements. The orbital flights provide the best comparison of range accuracies
between clockwise and counter-clockwise flights. A difference of less than 2 feet
indicates the flight direction had no significant impact on range accuracy for the
tests analyzed. Although azimuth residual differences based on flight direction
occurred, these differences are primarily attributed to time quantization effects.
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Empirical mathematical models were developed for azimuth residuals based on
elevation angle and range residuals based on slant range.

The azimuth residual model is based on the secant of the elevation angle, as
indicated on page 3-22 of the MITRE report (reference 2). The elevation angle
affects the azimuth residual based on the widening of the antenna beam as the
elevation angle increases.

Table 5 tabulates the results of the azimuth regression model for the three test
dates at the Technical Center sensor. The model coefficients showed the same
general trend for all three test dates with the azimuth residuals degrading at the
higher elevation angles. The secant coefficient showed the same general trend for
all three test dates with the azimuth residuals degrading at the higher elevation
angles. The secant coefficient ranged between -1.16 to -1.59 for Mode S, with the
higher absolute coefficient indicating a steeper slope or effect due to elevation
angle. For each set of data, the A0 and A1 coefficients were close in magnitude
and opposite in sign resulting in azimuth residuals near zero at low elevations.
For Mode S, the elevation angle effect is noticeable at about 10° with significant
changes occurring at elevations exceeding 200. Figure 9 illustrates this effect by
plotting the regression model curve superimposed on the Mode S azimuth residual
mean/standard deviation data for the July I radial flights. By way of contrast,
the ATCRBS secant model coefficients were much less than Mode S and the model and
data show only a moderate slope at high elevation. The difference in the secant
coefficients between Mode S and ATCRBS is due to the fact that Mode S uses one
reply per scan near the leading edge of the beam, and ATCRBS averages the two
replies nearest the bordsight.

The model illustrated in figure 9 reduced a raw standard deviation of 0.062° down
to a standard error of 0.038° . The 39,000-foot radial flights at the Technical
Center had a similar effect, decreasing a 0.054 ° raw data standard deviation to
a 0.0305 ° standard error using the model. Using the ATCRBS azimuth model, the
standard error (0.029° ) was about 3 percent less than raw standard deviation of
0.030 ° .

The slant range residuals are modeled based on slant range. The units used in the
model are feet for the range residuals and nautical miles for the slant range. All
four radial test dates were used. The Mode S and ATCRBS model ,-)efficients are
contained in table 5.

Plots of the 19,000-foot Technical Center sensor radial flight data are plotted for
Mode S and ATCRBS data in figure 10. The linear regression model equation is
plotted along with the mean data, plus and minus one standard deviation. Although
the Mode S range model slope in the figure 10 test was 0.83, based on one test
date, the model slope was 1.10 for the other Technical Center radial test date,
indicating that the range residuals shift about I-foot per nmi. The raw Mode S data
standard deviation of 30 feet in figure 10 was reduced to a 27-foot standard error
using the model, representing about a 10 percent reduction.

The ATCRBS slope of figure 10 was 1.48 based on one day of testing at the Technical
Cpnter. A second full day of radial test flights at the Technical Center sensor
showed a slope of 1.57. Since the Technical Center tests encompass the largest
spread of slant ranges, these tests are the most appropriate to use in determining
the slope. Based on the two test dates, this model slope for the ATCRBS data

26



CD 0 004- n- C

0- r 0 - -

L) 
00 n 0^

14 CL

U)~~~ C) 00 c00 ~o~ .

09

cc 00

00 C4 0

0u 0

U)

w' ON 4.w o U') -

z U)C/

2 +<
En If

00 C14 II 44

co ch4100 j-

C) 4 - LI -

4-4 CU C 4 U C

0- 44 4- 4-4 41 410 - - Occ 0 44 4

tI I C
09 01 CU 0 0 d

0.- 0 a r_ > J 0 i 0 r.

F4 0)1.

Ca~ - (.27



ELEVATION ANGLE MATH MODEL

TECH CENTER 01 JUL 80

ATCRBS RADIAL ALTIFT. 19000
0 034 0.0M 0.048 0 050 0.032 0 020 0 007 -0.004 MEAN
0.036 0.026 0.022 0.025 0.026 0.025 0.029 0.035 STO. DEV.
363 S08 186 89 56 39 32 2S NO. SAMPLES

C)

AZ. DIFF. (DEG.)=0.21-0.23 X SECANT (EL)
C:)
0

c. N RAW DATA MEAN DIFFERENCEz .0360
C:) RAW DATA STD. DEV.= .030-

STD ERROR USING MODEL= .0290

x 0

m

o DATA PROCESSP IY TilE FAA TECHNICAL CENTER
.ArA.€ clrn AGoaNI a NPNI

0 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40

ELEVATION ANGLE IDEG.

ELE TION PNG %-T-

TECH CENTER 31
MODE S RACIAL ALTiwl.; _ CCC

-0 014 -0 017 -0 010 -0 029-0 090 -0 145 -o 216 -C 235 MEAN
0.042 0.032 0.033 0.037 0.040 0 046 0.039 0oSS STO. DEV.
ss SI 188 92 SS 39 32 26 NO. SAMPLESC:)

mAZ. DIFF. (DEG.)=I.S8-I.S9 X SECANT (EL)

RAW DATA MEAN DIFFERENCE- -.032*
fn RAW DATA STO. DEV.= .0620
( J I STO ERROR USING MODEL= .038-

L-0

L4 o

.I.

I-

0
I

DATA PROCESSED IV tIlE FAA TICHSICAl CENTER
ATUSIC C-M -A1POWh 'I OM

go 4 8 1,2 IS 20 24 28 32 36 4C)

ELEVATION (0.-E DE3.
81-67-9b

FIGURE 9. AZIMUTH RESIDUAL MATHEMATICAL MODEL PLOTS

28



TECH.. CFtI EN+ '1 JUl_ (3_:

c tLRF - i:l f t 0 1. 1 f ; *91 Cia
)' 4 MO 4I1 I03 L , 19 12t I 13M IA4 1 MEAN
-8 45 ,P. 73H 44 1l IF, - 4-1 STO. DEV.

Pt i

2 i 41 1 ' 4

I| RAW DATA MEAN DIFFERENCE = 108 FT.
I RAW DATA STD DEV = 44 FT.in STD ERROR USING MATH MODEL = 38 FT.

t I9CN(, Ill I I I II 1 . IQt N f INMI I

.1.4. ] 1

I I

(3

Cr -

0

LLNIRNE NI

00
I C -j-TE U

l ~M D SAT (R~SE f YTEFATCIlA EIE

05 Is's - 3, ;__20 :'l MEA

-,-- ,+' 6-- - t- -*- - --, -**--- ----- '- ,

SLANT RANGE (NM[

TECH CENTER, 01O JUL (,2

M'.ODEt > t4I[]U .I I AL " I I tC3JOt

2s. 30. 2E3. 29 21H , '? 2b . 25l Z!- STD. DEC.I 6 139 t1) Flo 3, % '4q 1C9 '.t, NO. SAMPLES

0RAW DATA MEAN DIFFERENCE = -39 FT.
RAW DATA STD DEV z 30 FT.

STO ERROR USING MATH MODEL = 27 FT.

t
EL

S . RINGF 01FF. _- r. . * (1*I w LL N NG I NMI I

r

C.)

Ln

OATH PROCESREO IV THE FAA ICWNECAt CENTER

' 2 1 i 24 30 36 42 4T AC 4 C0

SLANT RANGE (NMI)
I- ,7-1 O,

FIGURE 10. RANGE RESIDUAL MATHEMATICAL MODEL PLOTS

29

a-. -ni ,Anre- mu - nmiii muii ~



approximates 1.5-foot change in range residual per nmi. The ATCRBS model slope is

approximately 0.5 greater than the Mode S model slope since the ATCRBS transponder

delay changes considerably based oi power setting. The raw ATCRBS standard devi-

ation of 44 feet was reduced t-o a 38-foot standard error using the model, which

represents a 14 percent reduction.

CLEMENTON SENSOR.

Data processed from the Clementon Mode S sensor consisted of radial flights flown

at altitudes of 13,000, 26,000, and 39,000 feet, and orbital flights from 1200 to
1480 azimuth, relative to the sensor at altitudes ranging from 7,000 to 37,000

feet. The radial flights were flown from approximately 30 to 55 nmi from the

sensor providing elevation angle data from approximately 30 to 120. The summary of

the azimuth and range residuals for the 2 days of testing is contained in table 6.

The Mode S and ATCRBS mean azimuth position relative to the tracker position was

within 0.060 for both tests. The Mode S azimuth residual standard deviations of

0.026° and 0.0320 were about half ot what was observed at the Technical Center

sensor due, primarily, to the fact that the largest elevation angle processed at

Clmentoi was about 120

TABLE h. CLEMENTON SENSOR AZIMUTH AND SLANT RANGE RESIDUALS

Azimuth Residuals (deg)

Mode S ATCRBS

Std Std

Date Test No. No. Mean Dev No. Mean Dev

(1980) Flights Flights Samples (deg) (deg) Samples (deg) (deg)

7/24 Radials 9 481 -0.040 0.026 455 -0.060 0.021

7/10 Orbital/Arcs 24 800 0.019 0.032 797 -0.020 0.032

Slant Range Residuals (ft)

Mode S ATCRBS

Std Std
Date Test No. No. Mean Dev No. Mean Dev

(1980) Flights Flights Samples (ft) (ft) Samples (ft) (ft)

7/24 Radials 9 481 -38 28 455 117 31

7/10 Orbital/Arcs 24 800 27 22 797 179 33

IC)



Figures II and 12 contain Mode S and ATCRBS azimuth and range residual histograms.
The Mode S azimuth residuals do not show the skewness that appeared at the

Technical Center since no high elevation data were processed at Clementon. The
problem with processing high elevation data at Clementon is that the Nike tracker

error becomes unacceptable when the aircraft is close to the Clementon sensor.
This large tracker azimuth error is a result of the geometric translations of
tracker data to the Mode S site. Hence, all flights were conducted such that
the aircraft was closer to the tracker than to the sensor. The histogram plots
illustrate the data distribution and define the extreme values.

Figure 13 provides the azimuth residuals plotted against the elevation angle and

range residuals plotted versus slant range for the radial flights. The orbital
flight plots of figure 14 comprise azimuth residuals plotted against both azimuth
angle and elevation angle for the Mode S and ATCRBS data.

OVERALL AVERAGE RESIDUALS.

The overall average azimuth residuals for elevation angles below 12.50 at the
Technical Center and Clementon sensors were 0.0010 and 0.0180 for Mode S and ATCRBS

reports. The Mode S and ATCRBS standard deviations for these data were 0.042 °

and 0 .0540, respectiwyel, and are based on over 3,200 data samples each. These
.levi at ion. , hl,:sed on .ill t ive test dates, substant ial 1v exceed the individual
st andard deviations associated with each test because of meain residual difterences
among the five tests.

The grand overall average slant range residuals for elevation angles below 12.5 ° at
the Technical Center and Clementon sensors were -39 and 114 feet for Mode S and

ATCRBS reports, respectively. The standard deviation was 55 feet for the Mode S
reports and 61 feet for the ATCRBS reports. These deviations for the sum of the
data from the five test dates were considerably greater than the individual
deviations for each test for the same reason as with the azimuth data.

The overall average azimuth residuals for all elevation angles processed at
the Technical Center and Clementon sensors were -0.013 ° and 0.0230 for Mode S and
ATCRBS reports with respective standard deviations of 0.059' and 0.0510 based on
about 4,200 samples of data.

The overall mean range residual for all elevation angles at the two sensors was -51
feet witlh a standard deviation of 56 feet for Mode S. For ATCRBS data, the overall
mean range residual was 100 feet with a 62-foot standard deviation for all eleva-
tion angles at the two sensors. As stated previously, all deviations for the sum
of the data from the five tests exceed the individual deviations of each test.

COMMON SENSOR PROBLEMS. The test data indicated the existence of two problems
common to both sensors. The first problem consisted of an azimuth long and
short term drift caused by the sensor. The second problem is the large ATCRBS

range bias of about 150 feet greater than the Mode S range bias. This problem is

attributed to faulty transponder delay measurements (appendix C).

1. Azimuth Long and Short Term Drift. The azimuth residual data contained a
short and long term drift attributed to the Mode S sensor. This determination was
made by investigating the data from each test flight and examining the change in

,A



Pfr:h]r9F F]IFF. FT ) MEAN --- H
[I I .: 24 JUL £0 STD.DEV =28
MODES NO. SAMPLES=481

BATA PROCESSEO BY THE FAA TECHNICAt CEATER
STLANaTIC CITH HINPoNT N J WAHAs

RANGE-T. C-FF (FT.

C)

a,

U)

bJ
cr
U.

Li)I

-OO -400 -300 -200 -100 0 100 200 300 400 OO

RANGE DIF. (FT.)

FUNE IF . (FT.) MEAN F EN R

FTES: 24 JUL 0 STD. EV =2

PTJZRBS NO. SAMPLES=455
TATE PRO1CESSE A THE FAA TECH11AICH CNTRM

al

cLn

co

LA.

Er

-50 6 00 -300 -200 -100 0 100 200 300 400 S00
RANGE 01FF. (FT.)

FIGURE 11. AZIMUTH AND RANGE RESIDUAL DATA HISTOGRAMS FOR CLEMENTON SENSOR RADIAL
FLIGHTS OF JULY 24, 1980 (SHEET 1 OF 2)

32



(/I~tITH DIFF. (DEG. MEAN
ir),nF : 124 JUL 90 STD.DEV =L). 0.LG
MODE S NO SAMPLEI>=461

DATA PROCESSED IV TAH fAA TECHNICAL CENTEA

AZIMUTH TIFF.TIC EI.T *ME*NP- -A) TAFt-[

ITCR5N.S:IPE 5

Tr

LU-

.m

c'J

-0.40 -0.32-0.24 -0. 16 -.O. 0 O0 0.09 0. 16 0.24 0.32 0.4n
AZIMUTH OIFF.IEG. I

I-., -I

PZIMUTH DIFF DEG.) MEAN D-AT -0S.

LI TS E: O 24 JUL 90 STSEEV 0. 02 1
m-CRBS NO. SAMPLES=455

DATA PROCESSED ST THE FAA TECHNICAL CETERT

(-F

U,

in

-0. 40 -0. 32 -0.24 -0. 16 -0. 08-0 00 0.06E 0.16S 0. 24 0.3B2 0. 40
AZIMUTH OIrF.(OECG.)

FIGURE 11. AZIMUTH AND RANGE RESIDUAL DATA HISTOGRAMS FOR CLEMENTON SENSOR RADIAL
FLICHTS OF JULY 24, 1980 (SHEET 2 OF 2)

L

i. - .



PrWTJ0F DIFF. (FT.) MEAN = 27
t )l1L 10 JUL 80 STD. DEV = 22
MODE S NO. SAMPLES 800

OATA PIOCISSE BY W., IAA !fCHUNICAI CfIFII
AI trLr rAhppoMir *S40l 4JI1

li

N

-

0.

('j

0,,

-500 -400 -300 -200 -100 0 100 200 30, ,400 0

RlNGE 01FF. tFT. ]

IRP:NQE 01IFF. ( FT. ) MEAN =179
FlQTE : 10 JUL 80 STD. DEV = 33
rIiCR13 NO. SAMPLES = 797

I4
',  

" 4j 44 AA t , N ', ! t 14

'.

-"00 -400 -3100 -t00 - too o I00 ;?00 ,300o 40n '%00
RPNGE 01!FF. IFTKJ ], '

FIGURE 12. AZIMUTH AND RANGE RESIDUAL DATA HISTOGRAMS FOR CLEMENTON SENSOR
ORBITAL FLIGHTS OF JLY 10, 1980 (SHEET 1 OF 2)

34

W' lm m m a mn Ime
i ' m l

l



nI7MUTH DIFF.( DEG.) MEAN -Cl 0l19

Wi)1- : 10 JUL 80 STO.DEV =0.0_32

MODt S NO. SAMPLES=800
DAIA PROCESS[I aY THE FAA TECHIIICAL CENTIER

&ITLA-I C. 41.T 0. WIOR l 4

cri

-0.40 -0. 32 -O. Z4 -0. 16-0. 0 8 -0. 00 0,08 0. 16 0.24 0. 32 0. 40
AZIMUTH OIRF.DEG. I

tZ I MUTHI DFF. DE . ) M['ClN -', IlNLl
-11TF : 10 JUL 80 -3rD.n1 V =u. o.lM

A1 CRBS NO. SMP!-.[ '7 7

DATA PROCESSED BY TFH FAA TECHNICAL CENTER
."IWC Cm ALIO , A

LsJ

,,

CK"

CD
-0.40 -0.32 -0.2A -0. 16 -0.08 -0.00 0.08 0 IS 0.24 0.32 0 40

AZIMUTH DiFF. IOEG.

FIGURE 12. AZIMU'THl AND RANGE RESIDUAL DATA HISTOGRAMS FOR CLEMENTON SENSOR
ORBITAL FLIGHTS OF JULY 10, 1980 (SHEET 2 OF 2)

.35



CLEMENTON 24 JUL B(3

RADIAL PLT(FT): 13000-39000

AZIMUTH OIFF VS. ELEVATION ANBLE

-0.022 -0 040 -0 05S -0.0SI MEAN
0.024 0.02S 0 .0 20 0.01S STO. DEV
1263 205 139 9 NO. SAMPLES

C]

C) C

LiJ

Lj

C)_

i,
N0

C., DATA PROC(SSIO 8% 1"1 t&A 11CHNICAI CINAI

C0 4 S 12 16G 2,0 24 2e 312 3E3 4C)

ELEVAT ION ANGLE M EG.)

CLEMENTON 24 JUIL E0

nTLRBS RAD I L PLT ( F I !I 000 - A900lI
07IMUTH 01FF VS. ELEV(:TIUJN 0NULF

-0 06A -0 060 -0 056 -0.0S I ME AN
0.024 0.020 0.016 0.027 ST. DEV.
129 176 136 t0 NO. SAMPLES

uci

C)

C)

L

l
€I

1

C),

FIGURE 13. AZIMUTH RESIDUAL VERSUS ELEVATION AND RANGE RESIDUAL VERSUS RANGE

PLOTS FOR CLEMENTON RADIAL FLIGHTS OF JULY 24, 1980 (SHEET 1 OF 2)

36



CLEMENTON 24 JUL A0

: RADIAL ALI(FT): 13000-39000

RANGE DIFF VS. RANGE

--AZ -40 -38 -30. -24 MEAN

26. 29. 29. 27. 29. STO. DEV
! 17 120 122 Jos 14 NO. SAMPLES

It

I,

LA°

DATA PROCISII OV ITHE fAA TCHNTICAI CIATIR

m

T0 6 12 18 24 80 36 42 49 S4 60)

SLANT RANGE (NMI)

CLEMENON :-4 .Il IL fill

ATCRBS RAt IAL r)L I (F F T A10)0- 31000

RANGE DFF VS. RANGE

113 (,I 1 .10 130 1IS MEAN
33. 32. 31 . ZS. 19. STO. DEV.
I I 19 116 69 10 NO, SAMPLES

I-

LL

II

ill ~~OIISI I'TIII IIIIl ST ItTl ISia ITIIR I IIIIU

S 12 16E 24 :30 36 42 4R 5;4 n n

SLANT RANGE (NM I)

FIGURE 13. AZIMUTI1 RESIDUAL VERSUS ELEVATION AND RANGE RESIDUAL VERSUS RANGE
PLOTS FOR CLEMENTON RADIAL FLIGHTS OF JULY 24, 1980 (SHEET 2 OF 2)

37



CLEMENTON 10 JUL 80

AICRB 0RBI1TAL ALT IF) 70(10- 3-700L

AZIMUTH OIFF VS. ELEVATION ANGLE
-o 04S -0 0090 004 MEAN
0. 02 0.023 0.020 STD 0EV
347 11 311 (JNO, SAMPLES

C-)

LJ

CD
LU

(I) DATA PROCISSID IH 1I4 iA IICH &CAI CE141|

*hI~tbl~t f~l'b0,PO0 J o84n%

0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40

ELEVATION ANGLE (DEG,.

CLEMENTON 10 JUL 80

ORBITAL qLT(FT) 7000--3+7000
AZIMUTH OIFF VS. ELEVPT[ON ANGLE

0 019 0 O3B 001 MEAN
0.034 0.028 0.02e STD. DEV.
348 gal 311 NO. SAMPLES

LAU

.)

F"

C-, DATA PROC(ISID p TIFF lAA 11CFFFFICA CNiFOtI

0 4 8 1,2 16 20 24 28 32 a6 40

ELEVAT ION ANGLE (QEG.1

FIGURE 14. AZIMUTrH RESIDUAL VERSUS ELEVATION AND AZIMUTH PLOTS FOR CLEMENTON
ORIUITAI. FL IGHTS OF JULY 10 , 1980 (SHEET 1 OF 2)

€1is



CLEMENTON 10 JUL 80

MOL' !; ORBITAL ALTIFT): 700--37000

AZIMUTH OIFF VS. AZIMUTH

0 035 0 036 0.022 0022 0 015 0011 0.010 o OIS 015 0 03 MEAN
0.033 0.03S 0.033 0.032 0.033 0.032 0.029 0.025 0.029 0.028 STD. DEV.

*38 95 92 as 91 g0 96 92 87 at NO. SAMPLES

dIC:)

ci

|1 C) - + - --C-
N

cm) DATA PROCESSED IV THE FAA TECHNlCAt+ CUNTif

q alAT IC C TV 6ARPORT NJ 0.40S

AZIMUTH (DEG-.)

CLEMENTON I0 JUL_ AC)-

PTCRIBS ORBITAL OILI-FT ): "7000-937000'

AIMUTH -1FF VS. AZIMUTH

-0 016 -0 018 -0.020 -0.021 -0 022 -0 07'4 -0 022 -0.019 -0 01"7-0,01TMEAN

0.0=33 0.0312 0.0313 0.0312 0.029 0.0312 0.031S 0.0312 0.0.31 0.0'32 STD. DEV.
7- 39 94 g! 0~ 91 91 gs 90 S7 310 NO. SAMPLES
C)

0

t t°

C?

cx

OAIA PROCSSIO BY IFF FAA ||CH IICA( CITIRl

'119 122 12S 129 131 134 13-7 140 1439 146 149

AZIMUTH (DEG.)

FURE 14. AZLMUTH RESAIMUAL VERSUS ELEVATION AND AZIMTH PLOTS FOR CLEMENTON

ORBITAL 0LIGHTS OF JULY 10, 1980 (SHEET 2 OF 2)

39



the mean or bias from run-to-run. The long term drift was detected based on bias
changes from day-to-day. Figure 15 illustrates Mode S and ATCRBS azimuth residuals
from both the Technical Center and the Clementon sensors. The CPME data from each
site (appendix B) were superimposed on the sensor data plots, which consisted of
means plus and minus a standard deviation. The CPME data displayed the same
general shifting of bias as the azimuth residual data indicating that the problem
was inherent in the sensor. The Clementon plots highlight the short term azimuth
drift, while the Technical Center sensor plots illustrate the long term drift
between the data from the two radial flight dates.

The azimuth drift problem appears to be intermittent since a weekend CPME test
conducted after all accuracy data had been collected showed only minor bias
variations. The accuracy data showed short term drifts of up to three azimuth
units during the July 10 Clementon tests, and long term drifting of up to five
units between the July 1 and July 23 tests at the Technical Center sensor.

Figure 16 illustrates the azimuth residual results for the Technical Center and
Clementon sensors by presenting the data in the form of a mean ±1 standard
deviation. The plots highlight the azimuth day-to-day drift. Since the highest
elevation angle data collected at the Clementon sensor is about 12.5 ° , the azimuth
residual data in figure 17 reflects only elevation angle data below 12.5 ° from the
two sensors. This figure provides a more accurate azimuth residual comparison
among sensors by removing the high elevation angle effects that bias the azimuth
residual results significantly downward.

2. ATCRBS Range Bias is 150 Feet Greater Than the Mode S Range Bias. Considerable
effort was expended to insure proper corrections were made to account for both
types of transponder delays, cable delays, and antenna locations. Figure 18
summarizes the range residual results for the Technical Center and Clementon
sensors and highlights the ATCRBS range bias at both sensors. The range bias
difference measured between ATCRBS and Mode S targets by the Mode S sensor has been
the subject of a technical investigation, described in appendix C. The conclusion
drawn from that investigation is that the 150-foot bias was the result of an
erroneous transponder delay measurement.

SUMMARY OF RESULTS

1. For the Technical Center and Clementon Mode S sensors, maximum standard
deviation values for all test periods were 42 feet for range and 0.063* for
azimuth. For the Elwood Mode S sensor, the standard deviation value exceeded
the engineeri ng requirement of O.X ° for azimuth due to front-to-back antenna
di f f erences.

2. For all sensors, range bias values varied from +33 to +217 feet for ATCRBS, and
from -114 to +27 feet for Mode S reports.

3. CPME target reports indicated range bias residual less than 50 feet with
maximum standard deviation values of 30 feet for the entire test period.

40



TECH.CTR.SENSOR AIRCRAFT N-42 RADIAL FLIGHT
MODE S 19000 AND 39000 FT. RADIALS (CODE 7FFFFF)

0.20 19000 FT 39000 FT

0.15

U

. 0.10 - 0

, II 0

U II
0 I1 (11 i0

III

1 I4
1 lip -- -- --

6, -0.0 5

0. 0
0 - OUTBOUND FLIGHT

- INBOUND FLIGHT
-0,.15

-0.20 I I I I I I I I I I I I I 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 t0 II 12 13 14 Is 16 17 18

RUN NUMBER

TECH. CTR. SENSOR AIRCRAFT N-42 RADIAL FLIGHT

ATCRBS 19000 AND 39000 FT. RADIALS (CODES 4270.4374)

0.20
~7-1-80 -0 - 7-23-80 l

19000 FT. 39000 FT.

0. is
1I A~ i (. 11) PI~ A1 040 f~ "'; 1

H.7 IM AA ItI1NA I N Il(1

0
0 0 0

C P M E J0C M

0.05 t

-0.00

- -0.0sU.

-0.10
0 = OUTBOUND FLIGHT

4 I= INBOUND FLIGHT

-0. IS

-0. 0 1-- -- L 1__ 1. 1 . ..
I 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 IS 16 17 IS

RUN NUMBER

I:IH;II I i. I)ARS AND ATCRBS AZ[MI'I'H RESLDUALS ILIIIS'RATING LONG AND SHORT TERM

AZIMUTH I)RIFTLNG (SHFEr I OF 2)

414

m. . .ra, j



0.20
CLEMENTON SENSOR AIRCRAFT N-42 ORBITAL FLIGHT

MODE S 7, 10. 19, 33 AND 37K FT. ORBITAL ARCS (121-147
0

AZI 7-10-80

0. is CODE 42S7

4-0-7000 FT---- --- 10000 FT--. .4-19000 FT- ,-- 33000 FT-- - -37000 FT--------.
0. 10

1 0 1

0

0 0 
)

-0.05
a

-0.10
0
0 = OUTBOUND FLIGHT

I =INBOUND FLIGHT
-0. IS

-0.70 -. A -L J 1 1 1 L L -I 1- _L I I I 1 -L 1 1 _I .LI
I 2 3 4 5 6 7 a 9 10 II I? 13 14 15 16 17 i8 19 20 71 22 23 24

RUN NUMBER

DATA PROCESSED BY ERE FAA TECHNICAL CENTER
AIIANTIC C'r- AiNPORT h a 14os

0.20

CLEMENTON SENSOR AIRCRAFT. N-42 ORBITAL FLIGHT
ATCRBS 7. 10, 19, 33 AND 37K FT. ORBITAL ARCS I 121-147

0
AZ1 7-10-80

0.15 CODE 4257

0. loI
--- 7000 FT----4 -- 10000 FT--..-19000 FT-...-- 33000 FT- -4- o4- 37000 FT--'

.0.sI 0 0 1

S0.00

~ 000
0 CPME 0 I 0 1 0

-0.0O

x

: -0. 0I

N

0 OUTBOUND FLIGHT
-0. IS I = INBOUND FLIGHT

-0.20 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I
I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 IS 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

RUN NUMBER

FIGURE 15. DABS AND ATCRBS AZIMUTH RESIDUALS ILLUSTRATING LONG AND SHORT TERM

AZTMUTH DRIFTING (SHEET 2 OF 2)

42



00

N -

aa

a0
II A

- N (.1

a~ "o I Ift I ~~

00

i-r

0 0 aD
F-~ ~ *u i~

w C

U, 0

a o3 c '

I I w

LL C! I
0 * o

i ir
N ~0*~~ -4--

a *oo ILI

'91W(W)i~ Nw)sn ::oHna



00

C; I cr

wU z

d A 10

En Ii c; u 1

Ig ~ r -1 -a 
.

0 a.4-
a: W m I

fl SL.. z

o

w n

a

IWOI I

US

*" U

0r u 0 LI I

'0 r.%

r4 S. - - r

~~3a(vwDs~nvw!is-fl) * i fwizv

44



z a 00

LL w

T L0

I-
d- 2

I I

~~ N.

- m 0

i. I X a

ow I:

Ja 1%
u 

W11:

hi 1 1
u I

o o

LA C!C! C
Ln Ln C

~L
hIn r4 C

13ljvw i~ vw)s-):'iO3!N-

z 45



4. CPME and aircraft data both depicted occasional short- and long-term azimuth
drift, which increased the overall standard deviation. The short-term drift, as
noted for the CPME target (up to two azimuth units), was reflected in the 0.063 °

standard deviation for the aircraft data.

5. Azimuth bias values changed significantly at higher elevation angles (above
200) for Mode S reports as compared to ATCRBS reports. For the Technical Center

sensor, Mode S azimuth bias was -0.186 ° for elevation angles between 200 and 300

and -0.021 ° for angles between 40 and 200.

6. Range bias values showed an increasing error as a function of slant-range
from the sensor of approximately I foot per nmi for Mode S and 1 1/2 feet per nmi
for ATCRBS data.

7. At the en route radar facility at Elwood, where a front and back antenna

combination was used to produce reports at the desired half-scan rates, the
azimuth bias values from the CPME target reports differed as much as three azimuth
units (0.066*). This front-to-back antenna azimuth difference exceeded 0.30 at
high elevation angles for ATCRBS data.

CONCLUSIONS

Based on the test results obtained during the test and evaluation of the Mode S
(formerly the Discrete Address Beacon System (DABS)) it is concluded that:

1. The range and azimuth accuracy of the Mode S sensor, as determined from cali-
bration performance monitoring equipment (CPME) reports, is within the requirements
specified in the engineering requirement FAA-ER-240-26.

2. The range and azimuth accuracy (one standard deviation) for aircraft target
reports is within specified requirements at the terminal Mode S sensors.

3. Large differences (greater than 150 feet) in range-bias residuals exist
between ATCRBS and Mode S target reports and are attributed to faulty transponder

delay measurements (appendix C).

4. Azimuth differences (greater than 0.10) between front and back antennas at the

en route radar facility are attributed to alignment and software errors.

5. The ATCRBS range bias residual for the CPME is less than the range bias

measured for test aircraft.

6. The range bias error which increases as a function of slant range is attributed

to the transponder delay characteristics for various power settings.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the test results obtained during the test and evaluation of the Mode S
(formerly the Discrete Address Beacon System (DABS)) it is recommended that:

1. If additional accuracy is required, software should be developed to adjust
range and azimuth residuals based on the mathematical models that reflect range
or azimuth residuals as a function of slant-range, elevation angle, or calibration
performance monitoring equipment (CPME). This change would allow for improved
azimuth accuracies at high elevation angles and would correct for range differences

due to at tenuat ion.

2. Decrease the slant-range quantization from approximately 60 to 30 feet by
permitting one additional bit in range reports. This change would enable improved
icvctracy reporting without excessive costs for additional memory since the 16-bit

word already exists.
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APPENDIX A

TEST RESULTS AND ANALYSIS OF EN ROUTE (ELWOOD) SENSOR

Th Elwood on route sensor tests consisted of one radial and one orbital flight.
The radial flight was flown from about 13.5 nautical miles (nmi) from the sensor
along a 151' true north radial. The orbital arc flights were flown from about 1290
to 173" azimuth from the sensor. The orbital arcs were conducted at altitudes
ranging from 3,500 to 35,000 feet, thereby, producing elevation angle data up to
about 20*. A summary of azimuth and range residuals for the test data are
contained in table A-I.

The azimuth residual data showed extremely large Air Traffic Control Radar Beacon
System (ATCRBS) standard deviations. Also, the large difference in azimuth mean
between ATCRBS and Mode S was caused by a problem in the Elwood sensor software
affect ing ATCRBS reports emanating from the back face of the front/back antenna
cont ig rat i onl. A t rotulhe report has been issued and is being processed. The
Mode S slant range data showed modest differences, but the ATCRBS range data
contained a very large bias exceeding 150 feet. However, this bias is attributed

to faulty transponder delay measurements (appendix C).

The ATCRBS azimuth residual standard deviation is much greater at high elevation
angles, also due to the problem with the back face of the antenna. The back face
antenna problem also affected the Mode S data with azimuth bias differences between
front and back faces exceeding 0.1" at high elevation angles where the problem was
magnified. The ATCRBS azimuth bias differences at high elevation angles exceed
0.3* between the front and back antenna faces.

Figures A-1 and A-2 contain azimuth and slant range histograms for radial and
orbital flights. Figures A-3 and A-4 contain plots of azimuth and range residuals
for radial and orbital flights. The azimuth residuals are affected by changes
in azimuth as illustrated in the figure A-4 plots. This effect, which is more

pronineint in the Mod. S data, did not occur at either ot the other two sensors.
Ant .g1II;I :I1 ~'uI},nllll is th, suspected v ;caiste of the probltm.

A
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TABLE A-I. ELWOOD SENSOR

Azimuth Residuals (degrees)

Mode S ATCRBS

Std Std

Date Test No. No. Mean Dev No. Mean Dev

(1980) Flights Flights Samples (deg) (deg) Samples (deg) (deg)

7/16 Radials 22 756 -0.132 0.058 878 -0.025 0.101

7/9 Orbital/Arcs 20 585 0.121 0.093 576 -0.032 0.111

Slant Range Residuals (feet)

Mode S ATCRBS

Std Std

Date Test No. No. Mean Dev No. Mean Dev

(1980) Flights Flights Samples (ft) (ft) Samples (ft) (ft)

7/16 Radials 22 756 -61 35 878 162 60

7/9 Orbital/Arcs 20 585 5 27 576 217 37

A-2
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APPENDIX B

CALIBRATION PERFORMANCE MONITORING EQUIPMENT ACCURACY FOR ALL THREE SENSORS

During all flight tests related to system accuracy, target reports from the

Calibration Performance Monitoring Equipment (CPME) were recorded and later

analyzed for the purpose of determining the "static" accuracy and stability of the

sensor. Since the survey position of each CPME and its delay characteristics are
utilized in the initial calibration of the range and azimuth estimation functions,

its performance during the tests are considered significant since it can be pre-
sumed that any degradation of CPME performance will be reflected in the aircraft

data. In addition to providing a quality control check, the CPME target reports

constitute a true sensor-only performance that is independent of any data

collection errors.

Both Air Traffic Control Radar Beacon System (ATCRBS) and Mode S reports from the

CPME were continuously recorded to permit comparison with the effective range and
azimuth and, thus, produce output statistics for a 30-scan interval once every 30

minutes. This provided a quick-look at sensor performance when analyzing the

dynamic test results.

RANGE ACCURACY.

Table B-1 depicts the slant-range error values for both the ATCRBS and Mode S
reports from the CPME during the entire period of time that data were collected
with the aircraft transponders. Note that for all sensors, the range error, as

reported by the CPME, was less than the minimum incremental change (60 feet)

available at each sensor, with the maximum mean error value being -42 feet for

ATCRBS reports at the Clementon sensor.

A review of the individual scan reports indicated that the minimum change that

occurred in range reporting by any sensor was in increments of 60 feet, which is
twice the value specified by the engineering requirements. The reason for this was

a software design that utilized two range units as the least significant bit.

AZIMUTH ACCURACY.

Table B-2 depicts the azimuth error values for both ATCRBS and Mode S reports from

the CPME during the entire period of time that data were collected with the air-

craft transponders. Note that, in all cases, the azimuth error was less than three

azimuth units (0.066*). The least incremental change noted in the azimuth bias

values, when analyzed on an individual scan basis, was equal to the required value

of one azimuth unit (0.022*).

The relatively high value of standard deviation for the Technical Center sensor was

apparently due to a short-term drift (up to two azimuth units) that occurred during

the test period. This effect was noted during one test period associated with the

Clementon sensor. For the Elwood sensor, there was a difference, on a scan-by-scan

basis, of up to three azimuth units between the front and back antennas, thus,

resulting in a relatively high value of standard deviation. This difference at the

CPME is significant since the aircraft data showed a high dispersion value, which

was apparently due to this difference between the front and back antennas at the

higher elevation angles.
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TABLE B-i. RANGE ERROR (FEET) CPME TARGET REPORTS

Mode S ATCRBS

Std StdSensor Test Flight Dates No. Mean Dev No. Mean Dev
(1980) Samples (ft) (ft) Samples (ft) (ft)

Technical Center

7/1 1,964 -12 30 1,607 -18 12

7/22 2,270 -12 30 1,824 -18 6

7/23 1,551 -18 30 1,272 -24 12

Clementon

7/10 3,044 -12 30 2,771 -42 12

7/24 1,450 -18 30 1,436 -42 6

Elwood

7/9 1,956 -12 12 1,951 -24 18

7/16 2,583 -12 0 2,578 -24 i8

Note: Range value representing least significant bit (LSB) = 60 ft for all sensors
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TABLE B-2. AZIMUTH ERROR (DEGREES) CPME TARGET REPORTS

Mode S ATCRBS

Std Std

Sensor Test Flight Dates No. Mean Dev No. Mean Dev

(1980) Samples (deg) (deg) Samples (deg) (deg)

Technical Center

7/1 1,964 -0.013 0.036 1,607 0.047 0.022

7/22 2,270 -0.034 0.036 1,824 0.064 0.017

7/23 1,551 0.002 0.031 1,272 0.053 0.020

Clementon

7/10 3,044 0.005 0.014 2,771 0.005 0.027

7/24 1,450 -0.064 0.022 1,436 -0.044 0.017

Elwood

7/9 1,956 0.010 0.037 1,951 0.004 0.027

7/16 2,583 0.006 0.035 2,578 -0.003 0.023

Note: Azimuth value representing least significant bit (LSB) 
f 0.0220
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APPENDIX C

INVESTIGATION OF RANGE BIAS DIFFERENCE BETWEEN
AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL RADAR BEACON SYSTEM AND MODE S TARGETS

The 150-foot range bias difference between Mode S and Air Traffic Control Radar
Beacon System (ATCRBS) targets as measured by the Mode S sensor was investigated.
A number of areas were investigated in an effort to eliminate possible sources of
the bias. The following results were obtained:

1. The data reduction from all flight tests was verified.

2. The computer programs were verified.

3. Three Mode S and three ATCRBS transponders were range-tested at the Calibration
Performance Monitoring Equipment (CPME) antenna location to determine whether

the sensor introduced a bias.

4. A range quantization test using two transponders, the CPME antenna, and
varying cable lengths verified the 60-foot range quantization that was observed

from the flight tests.

5. A radial flight was conducted at the Technical Center in March 1981 using one
of the Mode S and ATCRBS transponders tested at the CPME (see item 3). The
difference in corrected range values for the Mode S and ATCRBS transponders was

12 feet.

6. On June 9, 1981 the ATCRBS and the Mode S transponders that were used for the
.July 1980 tests wert located and tested to remeasure the delay times. These new
measurements showed an approximate 150-foot effective range difference from the

original measurements.

Based on the results of this investigation, it appears that the cause of the

150-foot bias is that either the Mode S (serial 203) or the ATCRBS (serial 34)

transponder delay was measured incorrectly. These two transponders were used on
the Technical Center Convair 880 for all test flights. Efforts to remeasure these
transponder delays was not possible because the Convair 880, on which the test
ATCRBS transponder was installed, was transferred to the United States Navy

and relocated shortly after the last flight test. When the transponders were

located, the delays that were measured at a -24 decibels above I milliwatt (dBm)
power setting were 3.056 microseconds for the ATCRBS transponder (serial 34) and

127.900 microseconds for the Mode S transponder (serial 203). It was noted that
the ATCRBS transponder delay increased as the input signal level was attenuated.

The results of these measurements show the equivalent of about a 1.5-foot per
nautical mite change, which agrees with that observed in the test data analyzed.

The ATCRBS measured delay at -24 dBm showed only a 6-nanosecond difference with the

3.050-microsecond delay described in this report. The 6-nanosecond difference
equates to only about 3 feet in range. However, the Mode S transponder showed a
330-nanosecond difference from the 128.230-microsecond delay described in this

report. That delay difference equates to 162-feet which would explain the 150-foot
bias that was observed in the tests. Although this explains thn bias and investi-
gations revealed no readjustments of the transponders since the July 1980 tests, it

must be noted that these delays were measured 10 months after the last test flight.
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